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my health, I told the people that, if they wanted arms, mili-
tary service was the surest way to get them. But if they were
non-violent like me, my appeal was not to them. There was
no non-violent man among my audiences so far as I know*
Their reluctance was based on ill-will towards Britain.
This was gradually giving place to an enlightened determi-
nation to throw off the foreign yoke.
Things have changed since then. In spite of the un-
animous support that Britain got during the last war from
India, the British attitude was translated into the Rowlatt
Act and the like. The Congress accepted non-violent non-
co-operation to meet the British menace. There is the
memory of the Jallianwala Bagh, the Simon Commission,
the Round Table Conferences, the emasculation of Bengal
for the sake of the misdeeds of a few. The Congress having
accepted nonviolence, I do not need to go to the people
to give recruits. Through the Congress I can give something
infinitely better than a few such recruits. Of that evidently
Britain has no need. I am willing but helpless.
Sevagram, 30-4-J40
Harijan, 4-5-1940
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DEMOCRACY AND NON-VIOLENCE
Qs Why do you say, "Democracy can only be saved
through non-violence?" (The questioner is an American
friend.)
A. Because democracy, so long as it is sustained by
violence cannot provide for or protect the weak. My notion
of democracy is that under it the weakest should have the
same opportunity as the strongest. That can never happen
except through non-violence. No country in the world to-
day shows any but patronizing regard for the weak. The
weakest, you say, go to the wall. Take your own case. Your
land is owned by a few capitalist owners. The same is true
of South Africa. These large holdings cannot be sustained
except by violence, veiled if not open. Western democracy,

